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Selected San Joaquin Valley Regional Statistics

At the March 2006 Partnership Board meeting, a request was made for selected statistics 
regarding the San Joaquin Valley in order to inform the Partnership’s ongoing discussion.   
This document contains data culled from a variety of state, federal and nonprofit sources.

California’s San Joaquin Valley  



Population Projections for the San Joaquin Valley by County
(2000-2050)

Data Source: California Department of Finance, Demographic Research Unit, (May 2004)
Produced by: The Great Valley Center, Modesto, California, www.greatvalley.org

2000 2010 2020 2030 2040 2050
FRESNO 803,401 949,961 1,114,654 1,297,476 1,476,699 1,658,281
KERN 664,694 808,808 950,112 1,114,878 1,325,648 1,549,594
KINGS 129,823 156,334 184,751 223,767 252,762 282,364
MADERA 124,372 150,278 183,966 219,832 259,353 302,859
MERCED 210,876 277,715 360,831 437,880 528,788 625,313
SAN JOAQUIN 567,798 747,149 989,462 1,229,757 1,457,128 1,707,599
STANISLAUS 449,777 559,051 653,841 744,599 843,523 941,562
TULARE 369,355 447,315 543,749 650,466 754,790 867,482

TOTAL 3,320,096 4,096,611 4,981,366 5,918,655 6,898,691 7,935,054

Data Source: State of California Department of Finance, Demographic Research Unit, (May 2004);
Graph Source: The Great Valley Center (www.greatvalley.org, Modesto, California)
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Percentage Distribution of Immigrants by Country of Origin  

North San Joaquin Valley South San Joaquin Valley 

Mexico 59 Mexico 73.7 
Philippines 6.5 Laos 4.1 
Laos 3.8 Philippines 4.1 
Portugal 3.3 India 2.1 
India 3 Thailand 1.7 
Cambodia 2.8 China 0.9 
Thailand 2.3 Portugal 0.9 
Vietnam 2.2 Cambodia 0.6 
China 1.7 Vietnam 0.6 
Iran 1.2 Germany 0.6 
All other countries 14 All other 10.7 

Total 243,600 Total 409,300 

Reasons Stated for Moving to the San Joaquin Valley 

California Migrants North San Joaquin 
Valley 

South San Joaquin 
Valley 

Housing-related 51% 31% 
Job-related 21% 27% 
Family-related 17% 29% 
Other 11% 13%

Out-of-state 
Migrants
Housing-related 20% 22% 
Job-related 29% 33% 
Family-related 40% 37% 
Other 11% 8%

Foreign Migrants 
Housing-related 0% 0% 
Job-related 36% 51% 
Family-related 30% 48% 
Other 34% 1% 

Source: Central Valley at the Crossroads, Public Policy Institute of California (2004); 
U.S. Census and Tabulations of CPS data. 







 North San 
Joaquin
Valley 

South San 
Joaquin
Valley 

California  

Public school 
enrollment (K-12) 

271,241 464,906 4,865,791  

    
    

% Asian 11.9 7.1 11.4  
% Black 6.5 5.9 8.8  
% Hispanic 39.2 51.8 44.9  
% White 40.7 33.9 33.6  
% Other 1.8 1.3 1.3  
% In lunch program 50.8 60.9 45.8  
% English Learners 22.5 21.3 26.2  

Public School Teachers and Counselors 

North San 
Joaquin
Valley 

South San Joaquin 
Valley 

California 

% Uncredentialed teachers 9.3 11.2 14.3 
% First-year teachers 7.8 6.7 8.8 
Students per counselor, HS 491 491 490.2 

Student Achievement 

 North San 
Joaquin
Valley 

South San 
Joaquin
Valley 

California

% Above median, grade 5 math 55.6 54.2 64.7 
% Above median, grade 5 reading 46.4 45.3 57.8 
Average API 4.5 4 5.3 
Average SSR 4.3 4.7 5.7 
SAT®I - % test-takers 29.7 31 43.1 
SAT®I - Average score 972 952 989 
Three-year HS graduation rate (%) 69.8 70.7 71.8 

College Attendance by High School Graduates 

North San 
Joaquin
Valley 

South San 
Joaquin Valley 

California

% HS graduates attending UC’s 3.2 2.8 7.9 
% HS graduates attending CSU’s 7.9 9.4 9.4 
% HS graduates attending Community 
College

31 32.7 28.1 

Student Demographics 

Sources: Student and School Indicators for Central Valley Youth, Public 
Policy Institute of California, (2002); Tables: Great Valley Center 



Fresno County SAT-I Verbal and Math Scores (2002-2004) 

Category 2002 2003 2004
Central Unified Verbal 436 440 434

Math 461 467 456
Clovis Unified Verbal 514 504 500

Math 503 522 519
Coalinga/Huron Unified Verbal 449 430 442

Math 468 438 445
Firebaugh-Las Deltas 
Join

Verbal 393 427 371

Math 390 432 398
Fowler Unified Verbal 447 436 445

Math 454 461 437
Fresno Unified Verbal 422 421 425

Math 449 446 453
Golden Plains Unified Verbal 405 369 386

Math 430 417 443
Kerman Unified Verbal 427 442 428

Math 445 467 439
Kings Canyon Unified Verbal 427 463 463

Math 405 464 466
Kingsburg Jt. Un. High Verbal 478 490 506

Math 483 497 499
Laton Joint Unified Verbal 395 NA NA

Math 405 NA NA
Mendota Unified Verbal 372 396 363

Math 415 413 379
Parlier Unified Verbal 367 389 425

Math 390 389 415
Riverdale Jt. Unified Verbal 447 448 465

Math 459 479 471
Sanger Unified Verbal 495 469 454

Math 502 503 469
Selma Unified Verbal 477 454 456

Math 483 464 478
Sierra Unified Verbal 519 516 552

Math 534 517 555
Washington Union High Verbal 391 369 425

Math 390 395 430
Fresno County Verbal 443 441 448

Math 456 460 465
California Verbal 476 483 486

Math 489 501 503
Source: RAND California; Chart: Great Valley Center 



Tulare County SAT-I Verbal and Math Scores (2002-2004) 

District Category 2002 2003 2004
Alpaugh Unified Verbal NA NA NA

Math NA NA NA
Cutler-Orosi Joint Unif Verbal 387 368 392

Math 385 380 395
Dinuba Unified Verbal 439 438 447

Math 465 474 467
Exeter Union High Verbal 523 504 508

Math 489 500 477
Farmersville Unified Verbal 371 369 382

Math 395 385 426
Lindsay Unified Verbal 402 421 397

Math 420 442 404
Porterville Unified Verbal 466 478 466

Math 501 496 501
Strathmore Union High Verbal 378 396 370

Math 410 410 411
Tulare Joint Union High Verbal 464 475 466

Math 480 501 480
Visalia Unified Verbal 495 491 489

Math 507 503 503
Woodlake Union High Verbal 395 402 413

Math 410 414 421

Tulare County Verbal 447 450 447
Math 463 467 464

California Verbal 476 483 486
Math 489 501 503

Source: RAND California, Chart: Great Valley Center 



Stanislaus County SAT-I Verbal and Math Scores (2002-2004) 

Category 2002 2003 2004

Ceres Unified Verbal 491 487 476
Math 530 518 485

Denair Unified Verbal 447 455 471
Math 443 462 471

Hughson Unified Verbal 490 472 488
Math 522 486 495

Modesto City High Verbal 501 512 507
Math 513 516 516

Newman-Crows Landing Verbal 425 461 441
Math 459 476 462

Oakdale Joint Unified Verbal 492 494 515
Math 515 514 518

Patterson Joint Unified Verbal 457 468 465
Math 461 479 447

Riverbank Unified Verbal 438 455 506
Math 488 503 526

Turlock Joint Union High Verbal 512 509 502
Math 515 516 518

STANISLAUS COUNTY AVG. Verbal 481 482 487
Math 496 497 496

CALIFORNIA AVERAGE Verbal 476 483 486
Math 489 501 503

Source: RAND California;  
Chart: Great Valley Center 



San Joaquin County SAT-I Verbal and Math Scores (2002-2004) 

District Category 2002 2003 2004

Escalon Unified Verbal 518 490 497
Math 537 517 499

Lincoln Unified Verbal 494 502 505
Math 523 519 526

Linden Unified Verbal 446 453 475
Math 440 481 486

Lodi Unified Verbal 517 512 493
Math 537 518 515

Manteca Unified Verbal 469 470 477
Math 486 487 491

Ripon Unified Verbal 496 492 496
Math 498 506 501

Stockton City 
Unified

Verbal 402 413 425

Math 422 431 425
Tracy Joint Unified Verbal 478 496 488

Math 499 513 502

San Joaquin 
County 

Verbal 479 473 473

Math 489 488 485
California Verbal 476 483 486

Math 489 501 503

Source: RAND California;  
Chart: Great Valley Center 



Merced County SAT-I Verbal and Math Scores (2002-2004) 

District Category 2002 2003 2004

Dos Palos Oro Loma Unif Verbal 437 382 431
Math 425 400 469

Gustine Unified Verbal 449 466 482
Math 464 463 480

Hilmar Unified Verbal 457 460 488
Math 460 480 497

Le Grand High School Verbal 399 416 369
Math 385 420 422

Los Banos Unified Verbal 498 463 479
Math 508 473 470

Merced Union High Verbal 477 443 448
Math 501 465 461

MERCED COUNTY AVG. Verbal 461 437 447
Math 471 450 458

CALIFORNIA AVERAGE Verbal 476 483 486
Math 489 501 503

Source: RAND California;  
Chart: Great Valley Center 



Madera County SAT-I Verbal and Math Scores (2002-2004) 

Category 2002 2003 2004
Chowchilla Union High Verbal 447 496 460

Math 465 492 492
Madera Unified Verbal 481 461 464

Math 498 489 493
Minarets Jt. Union High Verbal 460 NA NA

Math 400 NA NA
Yosemite Joint Union High Verbal 505 512 504

Math 510 526 509

MADERA COUNTY AVG. Verbal 473 489 476
Math 468 502 498

CALIFORNIA AVERAGE Verbal 476 483 486
Math 489 501 503

Source: RAND California;  
Chart: Great Valley Center 



Kings County SAT-I Verbal and Math Scores 

District Category 2002 2003 2004

Corcoran Joint Unified Verbal 438 397 452
Math 469 425 476

Hanford Jt. Un. High Verbal 475 473 492
Math 466 491 488

Lemoore Union High Verbal 487 486 474
Math 490 489 485

Reef-Sunset Unified Verbal 390 400 382
Math 405 375 373

KINGS COUNTY AVG. Verbal 453 446 458
Math 459 454 462

CALIFORNA AVERAGE Verbal 476 483 486
Math 489 501 503

Source: RAND California;  
Chart: Great Valley Center 



Kern County SAT-I Verbal and Math Scores (2002-2004) 

District Category 2002 2003 2004
Delano Joint Union High Verbal 365 433 422

Math 396 469 459
El Tejon Unified Verbal 476 487 508

Math 476 480 496
Kern Union High Verbal 455 477 470

Math 474 495 486
Maricopa Unified Verbal 400 NA NA

Math 400 NA NA
McFarland Unified Verbal 426 415 419

Math 397 400 394
Mojave Unified Verbal 472 466 476

Math 498 478 493
Muroc Joint Unified Verbal 505 480 493

Math 527 495 502
Sierra Sands Unified Verbal 506 544 541

Math 509 555 557
Southern Kern Unified Verbal 450 468 505

Math 468 492 510
Taft Union High Verbal 509 484 472

Math 506 490 488
Tehachapi Unified Verbal 530 539 530

Math 545 531 532
Wasco Union High Verbal 408 404 422

Math 427 443 446

Kern County Verbal 458 475 474
Math 474 490 487

California Verbal 476 483 486
Math 489 501 503

Source: RAND California, Chart: Great Valley Center 





4.  KERN 

Kern County anchors the southern end of the San 
Joaquin Valley.  It is north of Ventura and Los 
Angeles counties, south of Kings and Tulare 

counties, and west of San Bernardino County.  The 
northeast corner touches Inyo County. Mountain ranges, 
including the Tehachapi Mountains, mark the southern end 
of the Central Valley, south and east of Bakersfield.  The 
City of Bakersfield is about as far from the City of Los 
Angeles as it is from the City of Fresno (about 110 miles),
although the trip to Los Angeles goes through mountains 
and that to Fresno is over flat valley land.  Kern extends east 
of the valley, across the Tehachapi range and into the 
Mojave Desert.

The county’s population of 753,070 resides in the City of Bakersfield (295,893) and in 
ten much smaller cities.  Delano, with 45,056 residents, is the largest of those ten, and 
Maricopa, with 1,147, the smallest.  Slightly over 38 percent of the county’s population 
(287,052 people) live in unincorporated areas.  The other cities in Kern County are Arvin 
(14,966), California City (11,504), McFarland (12,179), Ridgecrest (26,493), Shafter 
(14,113) Taft (9,052), Tehachapi (11,907), and Wasco (23,708).19

LAND

As the map below from the Kern County General Plan shows, the county encompasses
portions of three different regions: valley, mountain, and desert (Figure 43). 

FIGURE 43. KERN COUNTY REGIONS.
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Kern County has a land area of 8,141 square miles (5,210,240 acres).  As of the 2002 
Census of Agriculture, 52 percent of the county’s land was in farms—2,731,341 acres, up 
five percent from the 1997 figure.  Average farm size in 2002 was 1,272 acres.

In 2002, a reported 1,715,967 acres in Kern County were enrolled in land conservation 
programs.20

Most of the county’s population is in the valley.  The mountain and desert areas are 
sparsely populated.  Bakersfield alone encompasses just over 39 percent—nearly two-
fifths—of the county’s population.  This pattern has developed over more than a century 
as the population has grown enormously.  Figure 44, a 1901 view of Bakersfield, shows 
the early days of the city, when its population was approaching 17,000. 

FIGURE 44.  BAKERSFIELD, 1901.
Library of Congress, American Memory.21

PEOPLE

Kern County’s population of 753,070 comprises about two percent of the population of 
California.

The county’s population is about 39 percent Hispanic, according to Department of 
Finance estimates (Figure 45). 
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Kern County Population, by Race, 2000

329,532

257,016

22,482
786

38,415

6,258 10,205
0

50,000

100,000

150,000

200,000

250,000

300,000

350,000

White Hispanic Asian Pacific
Islander

Black American
Indian

Multirace

Source: California Department of Finance estimates. Note:
categories do not overlap.

FIGURE 45. KERN COUNTY POPULATION BY RACE.

Kern County’s population grew by 90,925, or 13.9 percent, between 1999 and 2004.
That growth is about equal to the 2005 population of two cities the size of Delano. 

Kern County Population 1999-2004
California Department of Finance July 1 Estimates
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FIGURE 46. KERN COUNTY POPULATION 1999-2004.
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At about a two to three percent per year growth rate, the change does not appear dramatic
in Figure 46, but over five years it has amounted to a substantial increase. 

Much of that growth (40.5 percent) was the result of natural increase—births minus
deaths.  The rest was from domestic migration (41.6 percent) and foreign immigration 
(17.9 percent).  (Figure 47.) 

Kern County
Population Growth Sources
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FIGURE 47. KERN COUNTY POPULATION GROWTH SOURCES, 1999-2004.

Most of Kern County’s population is in a relatively small portion of the county, centered 
in Bakersfield (Figure 48). 
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FIGURE 48. KERN COUNTY (PORTION) POPULATION DENSITY, BY CENSUS TRACT, 2000.
Source: U.S. Census (WWW.CENSUS.GOV)

The California Department of Finance projects Kern County’s population to grow by 133 
percent from 2000 to 2050, to 1.549 million (Figure 49). 

Kern County's Projected Population Growth, 2000-2050
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FIGURE 49. KERN COUNTY POPULATION GROWTH TO 2050.
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With a median age of 30.5, Kern is younger than California, which has a median age of 
34.1 (2003 American Community Survey estimates).22  Correspondingly, Kern’s 
percentage of population under age 18 is higher than that of California (31.7 percent vs. 
27.0 percent, respectively).  Kern’s percentage of population age 65 and over is lower 
than that of California (9.1 percent vs.10.3 percent, respectively).  The contrast with the 
U.S. is even clearer, as California’s population is younger than that of the U.S. as a whole 
(median age 36.0). 

About 72.1 percent of Kern’s residents age 25 years and over are high school graduates 
or higher, a figure that is below California’s 80.2 percent and the United States’ 83.6 
percent.  Some 14.1 percent of Kern County residents age 25 and over have a bachelor’s 
degree or higher, far below the California figure (29.1 percent) and the U.S. figure (26.5 
percent).

Foreign-born residents comprise 18.1 percent of Kern’s population, compared to 26.5 
percent for California and 11.8 percent for the U.S., according to Census Bureau 
estimates for 2003.  Of the population 5 years and over, 35.0 percent of Kern County 
residents speak a language other than English at home, in comparison to 40.8 percent for 
California and 18.4 percent for the U.S.

An estimated 15.7 percent of Kern County families have income below the poverty level, 
a much higher figure than California’s 10.5 percent and the United States’ 9.8 percent.
The comparable percentages for individuals are 18.1 percent (Kern), 13.4 percent
(California), and 12.7 percent (U.S.). 

ECONOMY

Labor Market and Employment 

Kern County’s labor force* has climbed since 1990, but unevenly year to year (Figure
50).23

*  Civilian employment plus unemployment equals civilian labor force. 

40 California Research Bureau, California State Library



Kern County Labor Force, 1990-2004
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FIGURE 50. KERN COUNTY LABOR FORCE, 1990-2004.

While Kern County’s unemployment rate has varied in recent years (Figure 51), it has 
remained higher than California’s statewide rate.  (California’s highest annual 
unemployment rate from 1990 to 2004 was 9.5 percent, in 1993.  The lowest was 5.0 
percent, in 2000.) 

Kern County Unemployment Rate Varied, but Remained High,
1990—2004
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FIGURE 51. KERN COUNTY UNEMPLOYMENT RATE, 1990-2004.
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Most employment in Kern County is in nonfarm jobs (Figure 52). 

Kern County Farm and Nonfarm Employment, 1990-2004
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FIGURE 52. KERN COUNTY FARM AND NONFARM EMPLOYMENT 1990-2004.

Both farm and nonfarm employment grew from 1990 to 2004.  Farm employment gained 
just under one-third (33.2 percent), while nonfarm employment grew by nearly one-
fourth (23.4 percent) over that period.  Farm employment had significant ups and downs 
over those years, in part reflecting the end of a six-year drought (1987-92).  Total 
employment in the county has tended to grow year to year, but has not grown every year. 
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Kern County Farm and Nonfarm Employment,
1990 and 2004
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FIGURE 53. KERN COUNTY FARM AND NONFARM EMPLOYMENT, 1990 AND 2004 COMPARED.

Some jobs in such areas as food processing, warehousing, transportation, and equipment
rental and maintenance are not “farm jobs” but still are related to agriculture and add to 
agriculture’s role in the county’s economy.24

The large majority of nongovernment/nonfarm employees are in service-providing rather 
than goods-producing industries (Figure 54).25
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Kern County
Private Goods-Producing vs. Service-Providing Employment,

1990-2004
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FIGURE 54. KERN COUNTY GOODS-PRODUCING VS. SERVICE PROVIDING EMPLOYMENT.

Several areas of employment in Kern County have shown significant percentage changes 
between 1990 and 2004.26  Selected highlights include:

Total employment (“All Industries”) grew by 25 percent, from 200,200 to 
250,000, a gain of 49,800, reflecting a 33 percent increase in farm employment
and a 23 percent increase in nonfarm employment.

Natural resources and mining employment shrank by 32 percent, from 12,100
jobs to 8,200 jobs. 

Construction employment grew by 25 percent, rising from 12,200 to 15,200 jobs. 

Service-providing employment grew by 28 percent (in contrast to an increase of 
only five percent in goods-producing employment).

Retail trade employment grew by 21 percent, in contrast to flat wholesale trade 
employment.

Transportation, warehousing, and utilities employment grew by 57 percent, rising 
from 5,600 to 8,800 jobs. 

Information employment shrank by 26 percent (from 3,500 to 2,600 jobs). 

Financial activities employment grew by 26 percent (from 6,800 to 8,600 jobs).
Real estate and rental and leasing, one element of financial activities, added 1,500 
jobs, growing from 1,600 to 3,100 jobs (a 94 percent increase) from 1990 to 2004. 

44 California Research Bureau, California State Library



Professional and business services grew by 25 percent, from 17,100 to 21,400 
jobs.  (A significant part of that growth, 1,500 jobs, was in “residual—waste 
management and remediation”).

Health care and social assistance employment grew by 61 percent, and in 2004 
comprised seven percent of employment.  That segment rose from 12,500 to 
20,100 jobs in the period. 

Social assistance grew by 142 percent, from 1,200 jobs in 1990 to 2,900 in 2004. 

Leisure and hospitality employment grew by 40 percent, rising from 13,400 to 
18,700 jobs. 

State and local government grew by 41 percent, increasing from 31,500 jobs in 
1990 to 44,400 in 2004. 

The largest growth area in the state and local government sector was local 
government education, growing from 16,700 to 24,400 jobs during the period, or 
46 percent, to reach 9.8 percent of employment.  That is not surprising, given the 
growth in the county’s school-age population during that period. 

Education

K-12

During the 2002-03 school year, public schools in Kern County enrolled 154,913 
students.27  Of those students: 

21.0 percent were English learners, lower than the statewide figure of 25.6 
percent

60.3 percent received free/reduced price meals, higher than the statewide figure of 
48.7 percent 

16.7 percent were CalWorks enrollees, higher than the statewide figure of 10.1 
percent

45.2 percent were compensatory education students, lower than the statewide 
figure of 47.9 percent 

Of the 32,556 English learners, 31,011 (95.3 percent) had Spanish as primary language. 

For the 2003-04 school year, 19.8 percent of Kern County high school graduates had 
completed courses required for UC/CSU attendance, substantially below the statewide
figure of 33.7 percent.28
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College

Kern County is home to three community colleges and to one California State University 
campus.  (Kern Community College District also encompasses Porterville College, which 
is in Porterville, Tulare County.) 

College Enrollment
Bakersfield College, Bakersfield 13,103
Cerro Coso Community College, Ridgecrest 3,181
Taft College, Taft (West Kern CCD) 2,192
California State University, Bakersfield 6,530
Note: For the community colleges, enrollment is credit full-time-equivalent students, 2003-04.
For CSU, enrollment is annualized full-time-equivalent students, college year (summer, fall, 
and spring), 2002-03.

Health Care 

Kern County had 1,500 licensed hospital beds in 12 facilities as of December 31, 2004.
There were nine emergency medical services among those facilities: two standby and 
seven basic. 

Kern County had 1,787 nursing home beds in 15 facilities as of December 31, 2004.29

As of 2002, there were 948 active non-federal physicians and 269 licensed non-federal 
dentists in Kern County.30
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5.  KINGS 

Kings County is tucked between Fresno, Tulare, and Kern 
counties, with a small western border along the east side 
of coastal Monterey County.  Kings County’s population 

of 144,732 is distributed among the cities of Hanford (49,070), 
Corcoran (22,528), Lemoore (22,508), Avenal (16,187), and 
unincorporated areas (35,439).31

Kings County has 73 percent of its land in farms (2002), which 
is above the 57 percent average for the San Joaquin Valley 
counties and far above the 28 percent figure for California.32

LAND

Kings County has a land area of 1,391 square miles (890,240 acres).  As of the 2002 
Census of Agriculture, 73 percent of the county’s land was in farms—645,598 acres, 
down two percent from the 1997 figure.*  Average farm size in 2002 was 559 acres. 

In 2002, according to California Department of Conservation data, 702,109 acres in 
Kings County were enrolled in land conservation programs.33

PEOPLE

King’s County’s population of 144,732 comprises about 0.4 percent (that is, four-tenths 
of one percent) of California’s population. 

The population of Kings County is about 44 percent Hispanic (2000). The Department of 
Finance projects the population of Kings County to be 62 percent Hispanic in 2050. 

*  Census-to-Census changes in farm acreage are not necessarily significant, as they can reflect weather or
other short-term considerations.

California Research Bureau, California State Library 47



Kings County Population by Race, 2000
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FIGURE 55. KINGS COUNTY POPULATION BY RACE.

Kings County’s population grew by 16,436, or 12.9 percent, between 1999 and 2004.
That growth is a few hundred larger than the entire 2005 population of the City of 
Avenal.

Kings County Population 1999-2004
California Department of Finance July 1 Estimates
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FIGURE 56. KINGS COUNTY POPULATION 1999-2004.
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The year-to-year change has ranged from 1.9 percent to 3.2 percent. 

Nearly half of the growth (47.1 percent) was the result of natural increase—births minus
deaths.  The rest was from domestic migration (33.8 percent) and foreign immigration 
(19.0 percent), according to Department of Finance estimates (Figure 57). 
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FIGURE 57. KINGS COUNTY POPULATION GROWTH SOURCES, 1999-2004.

Kings County’s population is largely concentrated in a few relatively small areas, 
especially in and near Hanford, Lemoore, and Corcoran (Figure 58). 
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FIGURE 58. KINGS COUNTY POPULATION DENSITY, BY CENSUS TRACT, 2000.
Source: U.S. Census (www.census.gov)

The California Department of Finance projects the population of Kings County to grow 
by 117 percent between 2000 and 2050 (Figure 59). 

Kings County's Projected Population Growth, 2000-2050
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FIGURE 59. KINGS COUNTY PROJECTED POPULATION TO 2050.
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With a median age of 30.2, Kings County is younger than California (median age of 33.3 
according to the 2000 Census).34  Correspondingly, Kings County’s percentage of 
population under age 18 is higher than that of California (29.9 percent vs. 27.3 percent, 
respectively).  Kings’ percentage of population age 65 and over is only 7.4 percent, vs. 
10.6 percent for California. 

About 68.8 percent of Kings’ residents age 25 years and over are high school graduates 
or higher.  That is below California’s 76.8 percent and the United States’ 80.4 percent.
Some 10.4 percent of Kings County residents age 25 and over have a bachelor’s degree 
or higher, far below California’s 26.6 percent and the United States’ 24.4 percent.

Foreign-born residents comprise 16.0 percent of Kings County’s population, compared to 
26.2 percent for California and 11.1 percent for the U.S.  Of the population of Kings 
County age 5 years and over, 36.7 percent speak a language other than English at home,
in comparison to 39.5 percent for California and 17.9 percent for the U.S.

Approximately 15.8 percent of Kings County families had income below the poverty 
level in 1999, significantly higher than California’s 10.6 percent and the United States’
9.2 percent (2000 Census).  The comparable percentages for individuals are 19.5 percent 
(Kings), 14.2 percent (California), and 12.4 percent (U.S.). 

ECONOMY

Labor Market and Employment 

Kings County’s labor force has climbed since 1990, but unevenly year to year (Figure 
60).

Kings County Labor Force, 1990-2004
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FIGURE 60. KINGS COUNTY LABOR FORCE, 1990-2004.
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While Kings County’s unemployment rate has varied in recent years (Figure 61), it has 
remained higher than California’s statewide rate.

Kings County Civilian Unemployment Rate, 1990-2004:
High but Variable
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FIGURE 61. KINGS COUNTY UNEMPLOYMENT RATE, 1990-2004.

Most employment in Kings County is in nonfarm jobs. 

Kings County Farm and Nonfarm Employment, 1990-2004
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FIGURE 62. KINGS COUNTY FARM AND NONFARM EMPLOYMENT, 1990-2004.
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Both farm and nonfarm employment grew from 1990 to 2004.  Farm employment gained 
22.0 percent, while nonfarm employment grew by 35.7 percent over that period.  Farm 
employment had significant ups and downs over those years and is now below its level of 
the mid-1990s.  Total employment has tended to grow year to year, but not every year. 

Kings County Farm and Nonfarm Employment
1990 and 2004
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FIGURE 63. KINGS COUNTY FARM AND NONFARM EMPLOYMENT, 1990 AND 2004 COMPARED.

The large majority of nongovernment/nonfarm employees are in service-providing rather 
than goods-producing industries. 

Kings County
Private Goods-Producing vs. Service-Providing Employment
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FIGURE 64. KINGS COUNTY GOODS-PRODUCING VS. SERVICE-PROVIDING EMPLOYMENT, 1990-2004.
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Several areas of employment in Kings County have shown significant percentage 
changes between 1990 and 2004.  Selected highlights include: 

Total employment in the county (“All Industries”) grew by 35 percent, reflecting 
a 22 percent increase in farm employment and a 36 percent increase in nonfarm
employment.

Goods-producing employment grew by 21 percent, aided by a doubling of jobs in 
the category “food manufacturing & beverage & tobacco” from 1,400 to 2,800. 

The category “residual-textile mills” saw a decline of 1,000 jobs, from 1,500 to 
500.

Private service-producing employment grew by 27 percent, from 11,300 to 14,400 
jobs.

Professional and business services grew by 133 percent, from 600 to 1,400 jobs. 

Educational and health services grew by 106 percent, from 1,600 to 3,300 jobs. 

Leisure and hospitality grew by 37 percent, from 1,900 to 2,600 jobs. 

State and local government employment grew by 76 percent, from 7,100 to 
12,500 jobs.  State government accounted for approximately 2,900 of that 
increase, and local government for approximately 2,600.  (The numbers do not 
quite add to the total because of rounding.)  Growth in employment in state 
prisons in Kings County contributed to rising state employment.

Federal government employment fell by 33 percent, from 1,500 in 1990 to 1,000 
jobs in 2004, with fluctuations during those years.

Education

K-12

During the 2002-03 school year, public schools in Kings County enrolled 26,354 
students.35  Of those students: 

19.6 percent were English learners, lower than the statewide figure of 25.6 
percent

57.5 percent received free/reduced price meals, higher than the statewide figure of 
48.7 percent 

14.4 percent were CalWorks enrollees, higher than the statewide figure of 10.1 
percent

58.7 percent were compensatory education students, higher than the statewide 
figure of 47.9 percent 

Of the 5,169 English learners, 5,010 (96.9 percent) had Spanish as primary language. 
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For the 2003-04 school year, 21.6 percent of Kings County high school graduates had 
completed courses required for UC/CSU attendance, substantially below the statewide
figure of 33.7 percent.36

College

There are no public colleges or universities in Kings County, although neighboring 
Fresno, Tulare, and Kern counties are home to eight community colleges and to two 
California State University campuses.

Health Care 

Kings County had 143 licensed hospital beds in three facilities as of December 31, 2004.
There were three emergency medical services among those facilities: two standby and 
one basic. 

Kings County had 322 nursing home beds in three facilities as of December 31, 2004.37

As of 2001, there were 126 active non-federal physicians in Kings County.  As of 2002, 
there were 49 licensed non-federal dentists in Kings County.38
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6. TULARE

Tulare County, east of Kings County, south of Fresno 
County, and west of Inyo County, stretches into the 
Sequoia National Forest and Inyo National Forest on 

its east side.  Just over half of the land in the county, mostly
in foothill and mountain areas, belongs to government,
predominantly the federal government (Sequoia National 
Forest and Sequoia National Monument).  That is the 
highest percentage among the Central Valley counties.  The 
county has 45 percent of its land in farms (2002).  Tulare 
County’s 2005 population of 409,871 resides in the cities of 
Visalia (107,550), Tulare (49,477), Porterville (44,496), 
Dinuba (19,297), Lindsay (11,031), Exeter (10,357), 
Farmersville (10,240), and Woodlake (7,189), with the other 
150,234 county residents in unincorporated areas.39

LAND

Tulare County’s land area is 4,824 square miles (3,087,360 acres).  As of the 2002 
Census of Agriculture, 45 percent of the county’s land, 1,393,456 acres, was in farms, up 
one percent from the 1997 figure.  Average farm size in 2002 was 243 acres. 

FIGURE 65.  BETWEEN TULARE AND FRESNO, 1939.
Photo by Dorothea Lange.40
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More than half of Tulare County’s area (52 percent) is owned by government, primarily
the federal government, according to Bureau of Land Management data.41  Only about 
three percent of the county’s land is neither farmland nor federally owned. 

In 2002, according to California Department of Conservation data, 1,114,819 acres in 
Tulare County were enrolled in land conservation programs.42

PEOPLE

Tulare County’s population of 409,871 comprises about 1.1 percent of California’s 
population.

The population of Tulare County is about 51 percent Hispanic (Figure 66).  The 
Department of Finance projects a Hispanic presence in Tulare County of 73.9 percent by 
2050.

Tulare County Population by Race, 2000
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FIGURE 66.  TULARE COUNTY POPULATION BY RACE.

Tulare County’s population grew by 41,182, or 11.3 percent, between 1999, and 2004.
That growth is about equal to the 2002 population of the city of Porterville. 
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Tulare County Population 1999-2004
California Department of Finance July 1 Estimates
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FIGURE 67.  TULARE COUNTY POPULATION,1999-2004.

The growth has been in the range of about 1.5 to 2.7 percent per year over that period. 

Most of that growth, about 57.4 percent, was the result of natural increase—births minus
deaths.  The rest was from domestic migration (11.3 percent) and foreign immigration 
(31.4 percent). 
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FIGURE 68.  TULARE COUNTY POPULATION GROWTH SOURCES, 1999-2004.
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With a median age of 28.9, Tulare is younger than California, which has a median age of 
34.1 (2003 American Community Survey estimates).43  Correspondingly, Tulare’s 
percentage of population under age 18 is higher than that of California (32.7 percent vs. 
27.0 percent, respectively).  Tulare’s percentage of population age 65 and over is lower 
than that of California (9.1 percent vs. 10.3 percent).  The contrast with the U.S. is even 
clearer, as California’s population is younger than that of the U.S. as a whole (median age 
36.0).

About 64.7 percent of Tulare’s residents age 25 years and over are high school graduates 
or higher, substantially below California’s 80.2 percent and the United States’ 83.6 
percent.  About 11.9 percent of Tulare County residents age 25 and over have a 
bachelor’s degree, far below the California figure (29.1 percent) and the U.S. figure (26.5 
percent).

Foreign-born residents comprise 23.1 percent of Tulare’s population, compared to 26.5 
percent for California and 11.8 percent for the U.S., according to Census Bureau 
estimates for 2003.  Of the population 5 years and over, nearly half—46.5 percent—
speak a language other than English at home, in comparison to 40.8 percent for California
and 18.4 percent for the U.S. 

An estimated 18.7 percent of Tulare County families have income below the poverty 
level, a significantly higher figure than California’s 10.5 percent and the United States’ 
9.8 percent.  The comparable percentages for individuals are 22.9 percent (Tulare), 13.4 
percent (California) and 12.7 percent (U.S.). 

Tulare County’s population is concentrated in a few small areas of the county, and 
largely within a few miles of Highway 99 (Figure 69). 
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FIGURE 69.  TULARE COUNTY (PORTION) POPULATION DENSITY, BY CENSUS TRACT 2000.
Source: U.S. Census (www.census.gov)

The California Department of Finance projects the population of Tulare County to grow 
by 135 percent between 2000 and 2050. 

Tulare County's Projected Population Growth from 2000 to
2050

369,355

447,315

543,749

650,466

754,790

867,482

0

100,000

200,000

300,000

400,000

500,000

600,000

700,000

800,000

900,000

1,000,000

2000 2010 2020 2030 2040 2050

Source: California Department of
Finance, May 2004 projection

FIGURE 70.  TULARE COUNTY POPULATION PROJECTED TO 2050.

60 California Research Bureau, California State Library



ECONOMY

Labor Market and Employment 

Tulare County’s labor force has climbed since 1990, but unevenly from year to year. 

Tulare County Labor Force, 1990-2004
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FIGURE 71.  TULARE COUNTY LABOR FORCE, 1990-2004.

Tulare County’s unemployment rate has varied in recent years (Figure 72).  The rate has
fallen sharply from its early 1990s high, with an especially sharp drop from 1999 to 2000, 
but it is still relatively high, compared to California’s rate of 6.2 percent in 2004. 
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Tulare County Civilian Unemployment Rate, 1990-2004
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FIGURE 72.  TULARE COUNTY UNEMPLOYMENT RATE, 1990-2004.

Most employment in Tulare County is in nonfarm jobs. 

Tulare County Farm and Nonfarm Employment, 1990-2004
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FIGURE 73.  TULARE COUNTY FARM AND NONFARM EMPLOYMENT, 1990-2004.

Both farm and nonfarm employment grew from 1990 to 2004. Farm employment gained 
only 2.0 percent, while nonfarm employment grew by 26.0 percent over that period.
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Farm employment had ups and downs over those years (modest in most years) and is now
below its level of the mid-1990s.  Total employment has generally grown from year to 
year, but not every year. 

Tulare County Farm and Nonfarm Employment, 1990 and 2004
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FIGURE 74.  TULARE COUNTY FARM AND NONFARM EMPLOYMENT, 1990 AND 2004 COMPARED.

The large majority of nongovernment/nonfarm employees are in service-providing rather 
than goods-producing industries.  Goods-producing employment increased by a net 2.9 
percent from 1990 to 2004, in contrast to an increase of 37.2 percent for private service-
producing employment.
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Tulare County
Private Goods-Producing vs. Service-Providing Employment
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FIGURE 75.  TULARE COUNTY GOODS-PRODUCING VS. SERVICE-PROVIDING EMPLOYMENT, 1990-2004.

Several areas of employment in Tulare County have shown significant percentage 
changes between 1990 and 2004.44  Selected highlights include: 

Employment within the county (“All Industries”) grew by 20 percent, reflecting a 
2 percent increase in farm employment and a 26 percent increase in nonfarm
employment.

Goods-producing employment grew by only 3 percent, reflecting an 11 percent 
decline in manufacturing employment, offset by a 38 percent increase in 
construction employment.  Construction added 1,800 jobs over the period 
(moving from 4,700 to 6,500 jobs), while manufacturing lost 1,400 jobs 
(declining from 12,600 to 11,200). 

Private (non-government) service-providing employment grew by 37 percent. 

Among the standouts, transportation and warehousing grew by 159 percent, 
growing from 1,700 to 4,400 jobs. 

Professional and business services jumped by 107 percent, growing from 4,400 to 
9,100 jobs. 

Educational and health services climbed by 45 percent, growing from 6,500 to 
9,400 jobs. 

Employment in food services and drinking places grew by 41 percent, from 4,600 
to 6,500 jobs. 

State and local government grew by 24 percent, from 22,500 to 27,900 jobs. 
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Education

K-12

During the 2002-03 school year, public schools in Tulare County enrolled 88,341 
students.45  Of those students: 

28.7 percent were English learners, higher than the statewide figure of 25.6 
percent

65.6 percent received free/reduced price meals, higher than the statewide figure of 
48.7 percent 

14.7 percent were CalWorks enrollees, higher than the statewide figure of 10.1 
percent

78.5 percent were compensatory education students, higher than the statewide 
figure of 47.9 percent 

Of the 25,393 English learners, 23,862 (93.9 percent) had Spanish as primary language. 

For the 2003-04 school year, 23.9 percent of high school graduates had completed 
courses required for UC/CSU attendance, substantially below the statewide figure of 33.7 
percent.46

College

Tulare County is home to two community colleges.

College Enrollment
College of the Sequoias, Visalia 8,794

Porterville College, Porterville (Kern CCD) 3,134
Note: The enrollments are credit full-time-equivalent students, 2003-04.

Several other community colleges and two California State University campuses are 
available in neighboring Fresno and Kern counties. 

Health Care 

Tulare County had 830 licensed hospital beds in six facilities as of December 31, 2004
(exclusive of the 1,110-bed Porterville Developmental Center, a state hospital for persons 
with developmental disabilities).  There were five emergency medical services among
those facilities: two standby and three basic. 

Tulare County had 1,345 nursing home beds in 13 facilities as of December 31, 2004.47

As of 2001, there were 447 active non-federal physicians in Tulare County.  As of 2002 
there were 161 licensed non-federal dentists in Tulare County.48
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7.  FRESNO

Fresno County, like Madera, its neighbor to the north, 
stretches well to the east of the valley and into national
forests and parks.  About 40 percent of the land in 

Fresno County, mostly in foothill and mountain areas, is 
owned by government, predominantly the federal government.
About 51 percent of the county’s land is in farms (2002).

The City of Fresno (464,727) encompasses more than half of 
the county’s 883,537 population.  The rest of the county’s 
residents are distributed among 14 other incorporated cities 
(Clovis, at 86,015, by far the largest of them, and San Joaquin 
at 3,623, the smallest), and unincorporated areas (173,054).
The other incorporated cities of Fresno county are: Reedley (22,599), Sanger (22,105), 
Selma (22,411), Coalinga (17,080), Parlier (12,709), Kingsburg (11,237), Orange Cove 
(9,297), Mendota (8,739), Kerman (11,455), Firebaugh (6,741), Huron (7,016), and 
Fowler (4,729).  Fresno County is also home to a California State University campus.49

LAND

Fresno County has a land area of 5,963 square miles (3,816,128 acres).  As of the 2002 
Census of Agriculture, 51 percent of the county’s land was in farms—1,928,865 acres, 
down slightly from the 1997 figure.  Average farm size in 2002 was 307 acres. 

FIGURE 76.  FRESNO, CALIFORNIA, 1901
Photo from Library of Congress American Memory50

In 2002, according to California Department of Conservation data, 1,568,470 acres in 
Fresno County were enrolled in land conservation programs.51
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PEOPLE

Fresno County’s population of 883,537 comprises about 2.4 percent of the population of 
California.

The population of Fresno County is approximately 44 percent Hispanic, according to 
Department of Finance estimates for 2000.  The Department of Finance projects a 
Hispanic presence in Fresno County of 68 percent by 2050. 

Fresno County Population by Race, 2000
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FIGURE 77.  FRESNO COUNTY POPULATION BY RACE, 2000.

Fresno County’s population grew by 87,094, or 11.0 percent between 1999, and 2004, 
increasing at a rate of around 1.9 to 2.4 percent per year. 
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Fresno County Population 1999-2004
California Department of Finance July 1 Estimates
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FIGURE 78.  FRESNO COUNTY POPULATION 1999-2004.

That growth is roughly equal to the 2005 population of the City of Clovis. 

Most of that growth, 52.5 percent, resulted from—births minus deaths.  The rest was 
from foreign immigration (30.8 percent) and domestic migration (16.7 percent). 

Fresno County
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FIGURE 79.  FRESNO COUNTY POPULATION GROWTH SOURCES, 1999-2004.
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With a median age of 30.3, Fresno is younger than California, which has a median age of 
34.1 (2003 American Community Survey estimates).52  Correspondingly, Fresno’s 
percentage of population under age 18 is higher than that of California (30.9 percent vs. 
27.0 percent, respectively).  Fresno’s percentage of population age 65 and over is lower 
than that of California (9.5 percent, vs. 10.3 percent).  The contrast with the U.S. is even 
clearer, as California’s population is younger than that of the U.S. as a whole (median age 
36.0).

About 73.6 percent of Fresno County’s residents age 25 and over are high school 
graduates or higher, below California’s 80.2 percent and the United States’ 83.6 percent.
About 18.0 percent of Fresno County residents have a bachelor’s degree or higher, far 
below the California figure (29.1 percent) and the U.S figure (26.5 percent). 

Foreign-born residents comprise 19.5 percent of Fresno County’s population, compared
to 26.5 percent for California and 11.8 percent for the U.S, according to Census Bureau
estimates for 2003.  Of the population age 5 years and over, 38.8 percent speak a 
language other than English at home, not far below the 40.8 percent figure for California, 
but much higher than the U.S. figure of 18.4 percent. 

An estimated 17.6 percent of Fresno County families have income below the poverty 
level, a significantly higher figure than California’s 10.5 percent and the United States’ 
9.8 percent.  The comparable percentages for individuals are 21.8 percent (Fresno), 13.4 
percent (California) and 12.7 percent (U.S.). 

Fresno County’s population centers in a relatively small portion of the county in and near 
the City of Fresno. 

FIGURE 80.  FRESNO COUNTY (PORTION) POPULATION DENSITY, BY CENSUS TRACT, 2000.
Source: U.S. Census (www.census.gov)
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The California Department of Finance projects steady growth in the coming decades,
with the population of Fresno County expected to more than double to 1.658 million by
2050.

Fresno County's Projected Population Growth, 2000-2050
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FIGURE 81.  FRESNO COUNTY POPULATION PROJECTED TO 2050.

ECONOMY

Labor Market and Employment 

Agriculture is a key part of Fresno’s economy, and in turn, Fresno’s agriculture is notable 
statewide and nationwide.  According to the California Department of Food and 
Agriculture,

In 2003, Fresno, with $4.05 billion in agricultural value, remained the 
number one county in the nation[,] followed by Tulare and Monterey.  If 
ranked separately, the value of agricultural commodities in Fresno County 
would rank it ahead of more than half the other states in the nation.53

Fresno County’s labor force has climbed since 1990, but unevenly from year to year. 
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Fresno County Labor Force, 1990-2004
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FIGURE 82.  FRESNO COUNTY LABOR FORCE, 1990-2004.

Fresno County’s unemployment rate has varied in recent years and has fallen sharply
from its early 1990s high, with an especially sharp drop from 1999 to 2000, but it is has 
remained higher than California’s rate. 

Fresno County Civilian Unemployment Rate, 1990-2004
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FIGURE 83.  FRESNO COUNTY UNEMPLOYMENT RATE, 1990-2004.
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Most employment in Fresno County is in nonfarm jobs. 

Fresno County Farm and Nonfarm Employment, 1990-2004
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FIGURE 84.  FRESNO COUNTY FARM AND NONFARM EMPLOYMENT, 1990-2004.

Farm employment rose for a few years during the 1990-2004 period, but then fell for a 
net decline over the period of 14.0 percent.  Nonfarm employment grew by 27.3 percent 
over that period.  Total employment has generally grown from year to year, but not every 
year.

Fresno Farm and Nonfarm Employment, 1990 and 2004
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FIGURE 85.  FRESNO COUNTY FARM AND NONFARM EMPLOYMENT, 1990 AND 2004 COMPARED.
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The large majority of nongovernment/nonfarm employees are in service-providing rather 
than goods-producing industries.  Goods-producing employment increased by a net 19.5 
percent from 1990 to 2004, compared to an increase of 28.3 percent for private service-
providing employment.

Fresno County Private Goods-Producing vs. Service-
Producing Employment, 1990-2004
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FIGURE 86.  FRESNO COUNTY GOODS-PRODUCING VS. SERVICE-PRODUCING EMPLOYMENT, 1990-2004.

Several areas of employment in Fresno County have shown significant percentage 
changes between 1990 and 2004.54  Selected highlights include: 

Total employment in the county (“All Industries”) increased by 19 percent, 
reflecting a 14 percent decline in farm employment and a 27 percent increase in 
nonfarm employment.

Goods-producing employment increased by 20 percent, aided by a 35 percent 
increase in construction,55 from 14,800 to 20,000 jobs. 

Manufacturing56 employment (a subset of the goods-producing sector) increased 
by 12 percent, highlighted by a 44 percent increase in food manufacturing, from
9,100 to 13,100 jobs. 

Private service-providing employment increased by 28 percent, from 133,800 to 
171,700 jobs, with increases in several categories, and small declines in some.  Of 
note was a 25 percent increase in “residual-miscellaneous store retailers” (those 
that do not fall into more clearly defined categories in the reported statistics) from
14,800 to 18,500. 

Within the category of financial activities, “residual-credit intermediation and
related activities”57 grew by 47 percent, from 3,600 to 5,300 jobs. 
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Professional and business services grew by 63 percent, from 16,800 to 27,400 
jobs.  Strongest within that category was employment services, growing by 184 
percent, from 1,900 to 5,400 jobs, an increase of 3,500.  (Employment services 
include placement agencies, temporary help agencies, and professional employer
organizations.58)

Educational and health services gained 47 percent, from 24,200 to 35,500.
Notable in that category was health care, rising 42 percent, from 19,800 to 28,100 
jobs.

Leisure and hospitality grew by 37 percent, from 17,500 to 24,000 jobs.  Notable 
in that category was food service and drinking places, rising 42 percent, from
13,700 to 19,400 jobs. 

State and local government rose by 37 percent, from 40,700 to 55,800 jobs, an 
increase of 15,100.  Local government education accounted for more than half of 
that number, 8,400 added jobs.  (This level of detail is not available for less 
populous counties.) 

Education

K-12

During the 2002-03 school year, public schools in Fresno County enrolled 187,697 
students.59  Of those students: 

27.6 percent were English learners, higher than the statewide figure of 25.6 
percent

64.1 percent received free/reduced price meals, higher than the statewide figure of 
48.7 percent 

18.7 percent were CalWorks enrollees, higher than the statewide figure of 10.1 
percent

72.0 percent were compensatory education students, higher than the statewide 
figure of 47.9 percent 

Of the 51,874 English learners, 37,749 (72.7 percent) had Spanish as primary language, 
and 9,181 (17.7 percent) had Hmong as primary language. 

For the 2003-04 school year, 33.0 percent of Fresno County high school graduates had 
completed courses required for UC/CSU attendance, very close to the statewide figure of 
33.7 percent.60

74 California Research Bureau, California State Library



College

Fresno County is home to three community colleges and to one California State 
University campus.

College Enrollment
Fresno City College, Fresno 15,109

West Hills College, Coalinga 3,991

Reedley College, Reedley 7,688

California State University, Fresno 17,034
Note: For the community colleges, enrollment is credit full-time-equivalent students,
2003-04.  For CSU, enrollment is annualized full-time-equivalent students, college year 
(summer, fall, and spring), 2002-03.

Health Care 

Fresno County had 1,713 licensed hospital beds in 15 facilities as of December 31, 2004.
There were ten emergency medical services among those facilities: four standby, five 
basic, and one (University Medical Center, Fresno) comprehensive.

Fresno County had 3,220 nursing home beds in 36 facilities as of December 31, 2004.61

As of 2001, there were 1,529 active non-federal physicians in Fresno County.  As of 2002 
there were and 475 licensed non-federal dentists in Fresno County.62
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8.  MADERA 

Although Madera County is in the Central Valley, 
sandwiched in part between Merced and Fresno, it also 
reaches east, well into the Sierra National Forest and 

Yosemite National Park.

What is now Madera County was part of Fresno County until 
1893.

The county’s 141,007 residents are distributed among the City 
of Madera (50,842), the City of Chowchilla (16,065), and 
unincorporated areas (74,100).  Half of the county's land was in 
farms as of 2002.63

LAND

Madera County has a land area of 2,136 square miles (1,366,976 acres).  As of the 2002 
Census of Agriculture, 50 percent of the county’s land was in farms—682,486 acres, up 
one percent from the 1997 figure.  Average farm size in 2002 was 383 acres. 

In 2002, according to California Department of Conservation data, 551,504 acres in 
Madera County were enrolled in land conservation programs.64

PEOPLE

Madera County’s 2005 population of 141,007 comprises about 0.4 percent (four-tenths of 
one percent) of the population of California.

The population of Madera County is 44.5 percent Hispanic according to Department of 
Finance estimates (Figure 87).  The Department of Finance projects a Hispanic presence
in Madera County of 64.7 percent by 2050. 

76 California Research Bureau, California State Library



Madera County Population by Race, 2000
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FIGURE 87.  MADERA COUNTY POPULATION BY RACE, 2000.

Madera County’s population grew by 17,737, or 14.6 percent, between 1999 and 2004.
The annual increase has ranged from about 2.1 to 3.8 percent.  The increase over those 
five years has been roughly the equivalent of adding the population of the City of 
Chowchilla to the county.

Madera County Population 1999-2004
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FIGURE 88.  MADERA COUNTY POPULATION, 1999-2004.
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The largest portion of that growth, 42.9 percent, has been from domestic migration.  The 
next largest portion was the result of natural increase—births minus deaths—at 36.0 
percent.  The rest, 21.2 percent, was from foreign immigration (Figure 89). 

Madera County
Population Growth Sources
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FIGURE 89.  MADERA COUNTY POPULATION GROWTH SOURCES, 1999-2004.

With a median age of 32.7, Madera is only slightly younger than California, which has a 
median age of 33.3 (2000 Census).65  Madera’s percentage of population under age 18 is 
higher than that of California (29.6 percent vs. 33.3 percent, respectively).  Madera’s 
percentage of population age 65 and over is slightly higher than that of California (11.0 
percent, vs. 10.6 percent).  The contrast with the U.S. is clearer, as California’s 
population is younger than that of the U.S. as a whole (U.S. median age 35.3). 

About 65.4 percent of Madera’s residents age 25 years and over are high school 
graduates or higher.  That is significantly below California’s 76.8 percent and the United 
States’ 80.4 percent.  About 12.0 percent of Madera County residents age 25 and over 
have a bachelor’s degree or higher, far below California’s 26.6 percent and the United 
States’ 24.4 percent.

Foreign-born residents comprise 20.1 percent of Madera County’s population, compared
to 26.2 percent for California and 11.1 percent for the U.S. Of the population of Madera 
County age 5 years and over, 37.0 percent speak a language other than English at home,
in comparison to 39.5 percent for California and 17.9 percent for the U.S.

Approximately 15.9 percent of Madera County families had income below the poverty 
level in 1999, significantly higher than California’s 10.6 percent and the United States’
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9.2 percent.  The comparable percentages for individuals are 21.4 percent (Madera), 14.2 
percent (California), and 12.4 percent (U.S.). 

Madera County’s population is concentrated in a small portion of the county in and near 
the City of Madera. 

FIGURE 90.  MADERA COUNTY (PORTION) POPULATION DENSITY, BY CENSUS TRACT, 2000.
Source: U.S. Census (www.census.gov)

The California Department of Finance projects the population of Madera County to grow 
by 144 percent between 2000 and 2050. 

California Research Bureau, California State Library 79



Madera County's Projected Population Growth, 2000-2050
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FIGURE 91.  MADERA COUNTY POPULATION PROJECTED TO 2050.

ECONOMY

Labor Market and Employment 

Madera County’s labor force has climbed since 1990, but unevenly year to year. 

Madera County Labor Force, 1990-2004
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FIGURE 92.  MADERA COUNTY LABOR FORCE, 1990-2004.

Madera County’s unemployment rate has varied in recent years and has fallen sharply
from its early 1990s high, but it has remained higher than California’s rate. 
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Madera County Civilian Unemployment Rate, 1990-2004
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FIGURE 93.  MADERA COUNTY UNEMPLOYMENT RATE, 1990-2004.

Most employment in Madera County is in nonfarm jobs (Figure 94). 

Madera County Farm and Nonfarm Employment, 1990-2004
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FIGURE 94.  MADERA COUNTY FARM AND NONFARM EMPLOYMENT, 1990-2004.

Both farm and nonfarm employment grew from 1990 to 2004.  Farm employment gained 
45.1 percent, while nonfarm employment grew by 77.7 percent over that period.  Farm 
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employment had significant ups and downs over those years and is now below its level of 
the mid-1990s.  Total employment has tended to grow year to year, but not every year. 

Madera County Farm and Nonfarm Employment
1990 and 2004
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FIGURE 95. MADERA COUNTY FARM AND NONFARM EMPLOYMENT, 1990 AND 2004 COMPARED.

The large majority of nongovernment/nonfarm employees are in service-providing rather 
than goods-producing industries.  Private service-producing employment has risen year to 
year, with only one brief pause, 1987-88.  Goods-producing employment sagged and then 
recovered during the period 1990-2004 (Figure 96). 

Madera County
Private Goods-Producing vs. Service-Providing Employment
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FIGURE 96.  MADERA COUNTY GOODS-PRODUCING VS. SERVICE-PROVIDING EMPLOYMENT, 1990-2004.
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Several areas of employment in Madera County have shown significant percentage 
changes between 1990 and 2004.66  Selected highlights include: 

Total employment in Madera County (“All Industries”) rose by 69 percent, from
25,800 to 43,700, reflecting a 45 percent increase in farm employment and a 78 
percent increase in nonfarm employment.

Goods-producing employment rose by 26 percent, led by a gain of 73 percent in 
“natural resources, mining, and construction” (presumably almost entirely 
attributable to construction), from 1,500 to 2,600. 

 Private (nongovernment) service-producing employment rose by 94 percent, 
from 9,300 to 18,000. 

Professional and business services employment stood out with a gain of 300 
percent, from 700 to 2,800. 

Another standout was educational and health services, increasing 224 percent, 
from 1,700 to 5,500 jobs.  The health care component of that category rose by 262 
percent, from 1,300 to 4,700 jobs. 

Leisure and hospitality gained 33 percent, rising from 1,800 to 2,400 jobs. 

State government rose by 600 percent, from 300 to 2,100 jobs.  Major 
contributors to that growth have been the Central California Women’s Facility, 
opened in 1990, and the Valley State Women’s Prison, opened in 1995.  Both are 
in Chowchilla. 

Local government rose 76 percent, from 4,100 to 7,200 jobs.  That included 
growth of 1,100 jobs in local government education, from 2,800 to 3,900 jobs, an 
increase of 39 percent.  The category “other local government” (other than cities 
and counties) grew by 700 percent, from 200 to 1,600 jobs. 

Education

K-12

During the 2002-03 school year, public schools in Madera County enrolled 26,420 
students.67  Of those students: 

29.8 percent were English learners, higher than the statewide figure of 25.6 
percent

65.2 percent received free/reduced price meals, higher than the statewide figure of 
48.7 percent 

16.1 percent were CalWorks enrollees, higher than the statewide figure of 10.1 
percent

77.1 percent were compensatory education students, higher than the statewide 
figure of 47.9 percent 
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Of the 7,866 English learners, 7,605 (96.7 percent) had Spanish as primary language. 

For the 2003-04 school year, 13.5 percent of high school graduates had completed 
courses required for UC/CSU attendance, less than half of the statewide figure of 33.7 
percent.68

College

There are no public colleges in Madera County, although neighboring Fresno and Merced 
counties are home to four community colleges, one California State University Campus
(Fresno), and the new University of California campus in Merced.

Health Care 

Madera County had 385 licensed hospital beds in three facilities as of December 31, 
2004.  There were three emergency medical services among those facilities: one standby 
and two basic. 

Madera County had 375 nursing home beds in five facilities as of December 31, 2004.69

As of 2001, there were 134 active non-federal physicians in Madera County.  As of 2002 
there were 48 licensed non-federal dentists in Madera County.70
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9.  MERCED

Merced County is predominantly in farmland, with 82 
percent of its land in farms, according to the 2002
Census of Agriculture.  That figure is up nine percent 

since the 1997 census. 

Merced County is south of Stanislaus and, like Stanislaus,
firmly in the center of California’s Great Central Valley.  The
county’s 2005 population of 240,162 is distributed primarily
among the cities of Merced (73,610), Los Baños (32,380), 
Atwater (26,693), Livingston (12,344), Dos Palos (4,854), and 
Gustine (5,311).  The remaining 84,970 residents are in 
unincorporated areas.71

A new University of California campus is opening in Merced 
County, with students arriving for fall 2005 classes. 

LAND

Merced County has a land area of 1,929 square miles (1,234,368 acres).  As of the 2002 
Census of Agriculture, 82 percent of the county’s land was in farms—1,006,127 acres, up 
nine percent from the 1997 figure. Average farm size in 2002 was 339 acres. 

In 2002, according to California Department of Conservation data, 413,278 acres in 
Merced County were enrolled in land conservation programs.72

PEOPLE

Merced County’s 2005 population of 240,162 comprises about 0.7 percent (seven-tenths 
of one percent) of the population of California.

The population of Merced County is about 46 percent Hispanic, according to Department
of Finance estimates for 2000 (Figure 97). The Department of Finance projects a 
Hispanic presence in Merced County of 59.5 percent by 2050. 
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Merced County Population by Race, 2000
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FIGURE 97.  MERCED COUNTY POPULATION BY RACE 2000.

Merced County’s population grew by 29,698, or 14.3 percent, between 1999 and 2004.
The annual increase has ranged from about 1.8 to 3.2 percent.  The increase over those 
five years has been roughly the equivalent of adding nearly the population of the City of 
Los Baños to the county. 

Merced County Population 1999-2004
California Department of Finance July 1 Estimates
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FIGURE 98.  MERCED COUNTY POPULATION, 1999-2004.

86 California Research Bureau, California State Library



Much of that growth (44.8 percent) resulted from—births minus deaths.  Foreign
immigration accounted for 28.0 percent and domestic migration for 27.2 percent of the 
growth over those five years, according to Department of Finance estimates (Figure 99). 
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FIGURE 99.  MERCED COUNTY POPULATION GROWTH SOURCES, 1999-2004.

With a median age of 29.0, Merced is younger than California, which has a median age 
of 33.3 (2000 Census).73  Correspondingly, Merced’s percentage of population under age 
18 is higher than that of California (34.5 percent vs. 27.3 percent, respectively).
Merced’s percentage of population age 65 and over is lower than that of California (9.5 
percent vs. 10.6 percent).  The contrast with the U.S. is even clearer, as California’s 
population is younger than that of the U.S. as a whole (U.S. median age 35.3). 

According to the 2000 Census, 63.8 percent of Merced’s residents age 25 years and over 
are high school graduates or higher.  That is significantly below California’s 76.8 percent 
and the United States’ 80.4 percent.  Some 11.0 percent of Merced County residents age 
25 and over have a bachelor’s degree or higher, far below California’s 26.6 percent and 
the United States’ 24.4 percent for 2000.

Foreign-born residents comprise 24.8 percent of Merced County’s population, compared
to 26.2 percent for California and 11.1 percent for the U.S. (2000 Census).  Of the 
population of Merced County age 5 years and over, 45.2 percent speak a language other 
than English at home, in comparison to 39.5 percent for California and 17.9 percent for 
the U.S.

Approximately 16.9 percent of Merced County families had income below the poverty 
level in 1999, significantly higher than California’s 10.6 percent and the United States’
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9.2 percent.  The comparable percentages for individuals are 21.7 percent (Merced), 14.2
percent (California), and 12.4 percent (U.S.). 

The population of Merced County is concentrated in a few compact areas, primarily the 
cities of Merced, Los Baños, and Atwater (Figure 100). 

FIGURE 100.  MERCED COUNTY POPULATION DENSITY, BY CENSUS TRACT, 2000.
Source: U.S. Census (www.census.gov)

The California Department of Finance projects the population of Merced County to 
nearly triple (growth of 197 percent) between 2000 and 2050. 
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Merced County's Projected Population Growth
From 2000 to 2050
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FIGURE 101.  MERCED COUNTY POPULATION PROJECTED TO 2050.

ECONOMY

Labor Market and Employment 

Merced County’s labor force has climbed since 1990, but unevenly from year to year. 

Merced County Labor Force, 1990-2004
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FIGURE 102.  MERCED COUNTY LABOR FORCE, 1990-2004.
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Merced County’s unemployment rate has varied in recent years and has fallen sharply
from its early- to mid-1990s high, with an especially sharp drop from 1999 to 2000, but it 
has remained higher than California’s rate. 

Merced County Civilian Unemployment Rate 1990-2004
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FIGURE 103.  MERCED COUNTY UNEMPLOYMENT RATE, 1990-2004.

Most employment in Merced County is in nonfarm jobs (Figure 104). 

Merced County Farm and Nonfarm Employment, 1990-2004
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FIGURE 104.  MERCED COUNTY FARM AND NONFARM EMPLOYMENT, 1990-2004.
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Farm employment shrank by 10.5 percent from 1990 to 2004.  Nonfarm employment
grew by 31.5 percent over that period.  Total employment has generally grown from year 
to year, but not every year.

Merced County Farm and Nonfarm Employment, 1990 and
2004
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FIGURE 105.  MERCED COUNTY FARM AND NONFARM EMPLOYMENT, 1990 AND 2004 COMPARED.

The large majority of nongovernment/nonfarm employees are in service-providing rather 
than goods-producing industries, although an unusually high proportion of Merced 
County’s nongovernment/nonfarm employment is in the goods-producing sector—almost
one-third in 2004.  (That is, Merced County has a comparatively high proportion of 
workers producing goods rather than services.)

Goods-producing employment increased by a net 30.4 percent from 1990 to 2004, 
compared to an increase of 20.2 percent for private service-providing employment.  That 
is distinctive among the counties of the San Joaquin Valley. 
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Merced County Private Goods-Producing vs.Service-
Producing Employment, 1990-2004
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FIGURE 106.  MERCED COUNTY GOODS-PRODUCING VS. SERVICE-PROVIDING EMPLOYMENT, 1990-2004.

Several areas of employment in Merced County have shown significant percentage 
changes between 1990 and 2004.74  Selected highlights include: 

Total employment (“All Industries”) grew by 23 percent, reflecting an 11 percent 
decline in farm employment and a 31 percent increase in nonfarm employment.

Goods-producing employment grew by 58 percent, from 9,200 to 14,500 jobs.
Leading that increase was construction, up 127 percent, from 1,500 to 3,400 jobs, 
and “food manufacturing & beverage & tobacco,” rising 95 percent, from 4,000 to 
7,800 jobs. 

Private service-providing employment rose by 20 percent, from 24,300 to 29,200 
jobs.

Retail trade increased by 36 percent, from 5,600 to 7,600 jobs. 

Employment in the “information” category rose by 150 percent, from 600 to 
1,500 jobs. 

Professional and business services increased by 17 percent, from 2,900 to 3,400 
jobs.

Educational and health services grew by 64 percent, from 3,300 to 5,400 jobs. 

Leisure and hospitality grew by 57 percent, from 3,000 to 4,700 jobs. 

State and local government employment grew by 12 percent, from 11,000 to 
12,300 jobs. 
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Education

K-12

During the 2002-03 school year, public schools in Merced County enrolled 53,833 
students.75  Of those students: 

32.3 percent were English learners, higher than the statewide figure of 25.6 
percent

67.9 percent received free/reduced price meals, higher than the statewide figure of 
48.7 percent 

18.1 percent were CalWorks enrollees, higher than the statewide figure of 10.1 
percent

78.3 percent were compensatory education students, significantly higher than the 
statewide figure of 47.9 percent 

Of the 17,375 English learners, 14,134 (81.3 percent) had Spanish as primary language, 
and 2,151 (12.4 percent) had Hmong as primary language. 

For the 2003-04 school year, 20.3 percent of Merced County high school graduates had 
completed courses required for UC/CSU attendance, substantially below the statewide
figure of 33.7 percent.76

College

Merced County is home to one community college and to a new University of California
campus, UC Merced. 

College/University Enrollment
Merced College, Merced 7,623

University of California, Merced 974
Note: For the community colleges, enrollment is credit full-time-equivalent students,
2003-04.  For UC Merced enrollment is the number of students who had submitted
statement of intent to register for the fall 2005 semester as of May 18, 2005.77  The number
of students is expected to rise to 5,000 over the coming years.

Health Care 

Merced County had 380 licensed hospital beds in five facilities as of December 31, 2004.
There were four emergency medical services among those facilities: one standby and 
three basic.

Merced County had 657 nursing home beds in nine facilities as of December 31, 2004.78

As of 2001, there were 224 active non-federal physicians in Merced County.  As of 2002, 
there were 82 licensed non-federal dentists in Merced County.79
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10.  STANISLAUS

Stanislaus County is south of San Joaquin County, north 
of Merced County, west of Calaveras and Tuolumne 
counties, and borders Santa Clara County on the 

southwest.  Stanislaus is predominantly farmland (83 percent, 
according to 2002 data), but also has a population of 504,482.
Cities are Modesto (207,634), Turlock (67,009), Ceres 
(38,813), Oakdale (17,439), Riverbank (19,988), Patterson 
(16,158), Waterford (7,897), Newman (9,134), and Hughson 
(5,942).  The remaining 114,468 residents are in 
unincorporated areas.80

The city of Turlock is home to California State University, 
Stanislaus.  The city of Modesto is home to the Great Valley 
Center, an organization founded in 1997 that conducts and sponsors research and 
communications on the interests of the Central Valley, with an emphasis on the San 
Joaquin Valley. 

FIGURE 107.  Looking East from I-5, toward Crows Landing.
Photo by the Author.  Telephoto view.

LAND

Stanislaus County has a land area of 1,494 square miles (956,032 acres).  As of the 2002 
Census of Agriculture, 83 percent of the county’s land was in farms—789,853 acres, up 
one percent from the 1997 figure.  Average farm size in 2002 was 185 acres. 

In 2002, according to California Department of Conservation data, 691,829 acres in 
Stanislaus County were enrolled in land conservation programs.81
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PEOPLE

Stanislaus County’s population of 504,482, comprises about 1.4 percent of the population 
of California.  The population of Stanislaus County is about 32 percent Hispanic, 
according to Department of Finance estimates for 2000.  The Department of Finance 
projects a Hispanic presence in Stanislaus County of 55.1 percent by 2050. 

Stanislaus County Population by Race, 2000
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FIGURE 108. STANISLAUS COUNTY POPULATION BY RACE, 2000. 

Stanislaus County’s population grew by 59,264 (roughly equal to the 2001 population of 
the City of Turlock), or 13.4 percent between 1999 and 2004, increasing at a rate of 
around 2.0 to 3.4 percent per year. 
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Stanislaus County Population 1999-2004
California Department of Finance July 1 Estimates
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FIGURE 109. STANISLAUS COUNTY POPULATION 1999-2004.

The largest element of that growth, 45.7 percent, was domestic migration, according to 
Department of Finance estimates, while the rest was from natural increase (births minus
deaths, 34.9 percent) and foreign immigration (19.4 percent).  See Figure 110. 

Stanislaus County
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FIGURE 110. STANISLAUS COUNTY POPULATION GROWTH SOURCES, 1999-2004.
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With a median age of 32.3, Stanislaus is younger than California, which has a median age 
of 34.1 (2003 American Community Survey estimates).82  Correspondingly, Stanislaus’s 
percentage of population under age 18 is higher than that of California (29.7 percent vs. 
27.0 percent, respectively). Stanislaus’s percentage of population age 65 and over is 
lower than that of California (9.4 percent vs. 10.3 percent).  The contrast with the U.S. is 
even clearer, as California’s population is younger than that of the U.S. as a whole 
(median age 36.0). 

About 74.8 percent of Stanislaus County’s residents age 25 and over are high school 
graduates or higher, below California’s 80.2 percent and the United States’ 83.6 percent 
(Census Bureau estimates for 2003).  About 15.9 percent of Stanislaus County residents 
have a bachelor’s degree or higher, far below the California figure (29.1 percent) and the 
U.S figure (26.5 percent). 

Foreign-born residents comprise 17.0 percent of Stanislaus County’s population, 
compared to 26.5 percent for California and 11.8 percent for the U.S, according to 
Census Bureau estimates for 2003.  Of the population age 5 years and over, 37.1 percent 
speak a language other than English at home, not far below the 40.8 percent figure for 
California, but much higher than the U.S. figure of 18.4 percent. 

An estimated 10.9 percent of Stanislaus County families have income below the poverty 
level, slightly above California’s 10.5 percent and the United States’ 9.8 percent.  The 
comparable percentages for individuals are 12.9 percent (Stanislaus), 13.4 percent 
(California) and 12.7 percent (U.S.). 

The population of Stanislaus County is concentrated in a relatively narrow corridor, 
primarily in and near Modesto, but also farther south along Highway 99, in Ceres and 
Turlock (Figure 111).
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FIGURE 111. STANISLAUS COUNTY POPULATION DENSITY, BY CENSUS TRACT, 2000. 
Source: U.S. Census (www.census.gov)

The California Department of Finance projects the population of Stanislaus County to 
grow by 109 percent between 2000 and 2050. 

Stanislaus County's Projected Population Growth
From 2000 to 2050
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FIGURE 112. STANISLAUS COUNTY POPULATION PROJECTED TO 2050.
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ECONOMY

Labor Market and Employment 

Stanislaus County’s labor force has climbed since 1990, with little pause from year to 
year (Figure 113). 

Stanislaus County Labor Force, 1990-2004
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FIGURE 113. STANISLAUS COUNTY LABOR FORCE, 1990-2004.

Stanislaus County’s unemployment rate fell sharply from its 1993 high, capped by a 
sharp drop from 1999 to 2000.  The rate rose in 2001, 2002, and 2003 before another 
decline in 2004.  As throughout the San Joaquin Valley, the county’s unemployment rate 
has remained higher than California’s statewide rate. 

Stanislaus County Civilian Unemployment Rate, 1990-2004
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FIGURE 114. STANISLAUS COUNTY UNEMPLOYMENT RATE, 1990-2004.
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Most employment in Stanislaus County is in nonfarm jobs (Figure 115).  Farm jobs 
comprised 7.3 percent of non-government employment in San Joaquin County in 2004, 
and 5.2 percent of total employment, including government, in 2004. 

Stanislaus County, Farm and Nonfarm Employment, 1990-
2004
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FIGURE 115. STANISLAUS COUNTY FARM AND NONFARM EMPLOYMENT, 1990-2004.

Farm employment decreased during the 1990-2004 period, with a net decline of 4.8 
percent over the period.  Nonfarm employment grew by 31.2 percent over that period.
Total employment has grown from year to year since 1994. 

Stanislaus County Farm and Nonfarm Employment,
1990 and 2004
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FIGURE 116. STANISLAUS COUNTY FARM AND NONFARM EMPLOYMENT, 1990 AND 2004 COMPARED.

The large majority of nongovernment/nonfarm employees are in service-providing rather 
than goods-producing industries.  Goods-producing employment increased by a net 13.9 
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percent from 1990 to 2004 (with ups and downs along the way), compared to a net 
increase of 40.9 percent for private service-providing employment, reflecting steady year-
to-year increases.

Stanislaus County Private Goods-Producing vs. Service-
Providing Employment, 1990-2004
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FIGURE 117. STANISLAUS COUNTY GOODS-PRODUCING VS. SERVICE PROVIDING EMPLOYMENT, 1990-2004.

Several areas of employment in Stanislaus County have shown significant percentage 
changes between 1990 and 2004.83  Selected highlights include: 

Total employment in Stanislaus County (“All Industries”) grew by 27 percent, 
from 132,100 to 168,100, reflecting a decline of 5 percent in farm employment
and a gain of 31 percent in nonfarm employment.

Goods-producing employment grew by 14 percent, from 30,900 to 35,200, led by 
a 69 percent increase in “natural resources, mining, and construction” 
(presumably attributable to the construction portion of that category), which grew 
from 7,200 to 12,200 jobs.  (Net jobs in manufacturing fell by 3 percent, losing 
600 jobs.) 

Private service-producing employment grew by 41 percent, from 66,700 to 94,000 
jobs.

Wholesale trade increased by 43 percent, from 4,200 to 6,000 jobs, while retail 
trade increased by 26 percent, from 17,000 to 21,400 jobs. 

Employment in “information” grew by 44 percent, from 1,800 to 2,600 jobs. 

Professional and business services employment grew by 48 percent, from 9,600 to 
14,200 jobs.  Growth in “administrative support and waste services”84 made a
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large contribution to that net increase, as the category added 4,400 jobs, for a gain 
of 142 percent. 

Management of companies and enterprises, another component of professional 
and business services, fell by a net 1,900 jobs, or 53 percent, between 1990 and 
2004.85

Health care employment grew by 58 percent, from 10,000 to 15,800 jobs, and 
social assistance grew by 133 percent, from 900 to 2,100 jobs. 

Leisure and hospitality employment grew by 48 percent, from 9,500 to 14,100 
jobs.

State and local government employment grew by 26 percent, led by a 28 percent 
increase in local government education employment, from 10,300 to 13,200. 

Education

K-12

During the 2002-03 school year, public schools in Stanislaus County enrolled 103,992 
students.86  Of those students: 

21.8 percent were English learners, lower than the statewide figure of 25.6 
percent

49.6 percent received free/reduced price meals, slightly higher than the statewide 
figure of 48.7 percent 

11.4 percent were CalWorks enrollees, higher than the statewide figure of 10.1 
percent

45.1 percent were compensatory education students, lower than the statewide 
figure of 47.9 percent 

Of the 22,623 English learners, 19,574 (86.5 percent) had Spanish as primary language. 

For the 2003-04 school year, 22.9 percent of high school graduates had completed 
courses required for UC/CSU attendance, substantially below the statewide figure of 33.7 
percent.87
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College

Stanislaus County is home to a California State University campus in Turlock and to a 
community college in Modesto.

College/University Enrollment
CSU Stanislaus, Turlock 6,537

Modesto Junior College 12,204
Note: For the community colleges, enrollment is credit full-time-equivalent students, 2003-04.
For CSU, enrollment is annualized full-time-equivalent students, college year (summer, fall, 
and spring), 2002-03.

Neighboring counties of San Joaquin, Tuolumne, and Merced are home to three 
community colleges and to the new University of California campus at Merced. 

Health Care 

Stanislaus County had 1,087 licensed hospital beds in seven facilities as of December 31, 
2004.  There were four emergency medical services among those facilities, all of them
basic.

Stanislaus County had 1,739 nursing home beds in 17 facilities as of December 31, 
2004.88

As of 2001, there were 706 active non-federal physicians in Stanislaus County.  As of 
2002, there were 248 licensed non-federal dentists in Stanislaus County.89
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11.  SAN JOAQUIN 

San Joaquin County, northernmost of the San Joaquin 
Valley counties, is in the heart of the agricultural Central 
Valley.

San Joaquin is bordered on the north by Sacramento County, on 
the west by Contra Costa and Alameda counties, on the south 
and southeast by Stanislaus County, and on the east also touches 
on Amador and Calaveras counties. 

Some 91 percent of its land is in farms (2002 data).  At the same
time, the county has a population of nearly two-thirds of a 
million (653,333), reflecting growth of nearly 16 percent from 
2000 to 2005. 

Most of the county’s population is in incorporated cities: Stockton (279,513), Lodi 
(62,467), Tracy (78,307), Manteca (61,927), Ripon (13,241), Lathrop (12,565), and 
Escalon (6,912).  The remaining 138,401 are in unincorporated areas.90

Portions of the county serve—and increasingly so—as “bedroom communities” for the 
Bay Area and Silicon Valley.

FIGURE 118. STOCKTON, 1895. 
Library of Congress American Memory.91
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LAND

San Joaquin County has a land area of 1,399 square miles (895,552 acres).  As of the 
2002 Census of Agriculture, 91 percent of the county’s land (812,629 acres) was in 
farms, down two percent from the 1997 figure.  Average farm size in 2002 was 202 acres. 

In 2002, according to California Department of Conservation data, 540.924 acres in San 
Joaquin County were enrolled in land conservation programs.92

PEOPLE

San Joaquin County’s population of 653,333 comprises about 1.8 percent of the 
population of California. 

The population of San Joaquin County is about 31 percent Hispanic, according to 
Department of Finance estimates for 2000.  The Department of Finance projects a 
Hispanic presence in San Joaquin County of 56.6 percent by 2050. 

San Joaquin County Population by Race, 2000
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FIGURE 119. SAN JOAQUIN COUNTY POPULATION BY RACE, 2000.

San Joaquin County’s population grew by 91,301, or 16.5 percent, between 1999 and 
2004 (Figure 120).  That growth exceeded the 2000 combined population of the cities of 
Tracy, Lathrop, Ripon, and Escalon.  The increases in the county’s population were at a 
rate of around 2.6 to 3.9 percent per year. 

California Research Bureau, California State Library 105



San Joaquin County Population 1999-2004
California Department of Finance July 1 Estimates
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FIGURE 120. SAN JOAQUIN COUNTY POPULATION 1999-2004.

Just over half of that growth, 50.4 percent, was from domestic migration, according to
Department of Finance estimates, while the rest resulted from natural increase (births
minus deaths, 30.6 percent) and foreign immigration (19.0 percent). 

San Joaquin County
Population Growth Sources
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FIGURE 121. SAN JOAQUIN COUNTY POPULATION GROWTH SOURCES, 1999-2004.
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With a median age of 32.2, San Joaquin is younger than California, which has a median
age of 34.1 (2003 American Community Survey estimates).93  Correspondingly, San 
Joaquin’s percentage of population under age 18 is higher than that of California (29.9 
percent vs. 27.0 percent, respectively).  San Joaquin’s percentage of population age 65 
and over is lower than that of California (9.4 percent vs. 10.3 percent).  The contrast with 
the U.S. is even clearer, as California’s population is younger than that of the U.S. as a 
whole (median age 36.0). 

About 73.3 percent of San Joaquin County’s residents age 25 and over are high school 
graduates or higher, below California’s 80.2 percent and the United States’ 83.6 percent.
About 13.2 percent of San Joaquin County residents have a bachelor’s degree or higher, 
far below the California figure (29.1 percent) and the U.S figure (26.5 percent). 

Foreign-born residents comprise 21.8 percent of San Joaquin County’s population, 
compared to 26.5 percent for California and 11.8 percent for the U.S, according to 
Census Bureau estimates for 2003.  Of the population age 5 years and over, 35.6 percent 
speak a language other than English at home, not far below the 40.8 percent figure for 
California, but much higher than the U.S. figure of 18.4 percent. 

An estimated 10.9 percent of San Joaquin County families have income below the 
poverty level, a slightly higher figure than California’s 10.5 percent and the United 
States’ 9.8 percent.  The comparable percentages for individuals are 14.2 percent (San
Joaquin), 13.4 percent (California) and 12.7 percent (U.S.). 

The population of San Joaquin County is primarily concentrated in a relatively small
portion of the county along Interstate 5 and Highway 99, with the center of population 
being Stockton. 
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FIGURE 122. SAN JOAQUIN COUNTY POPULATION DENSITY, BY CENSUS TRACT, 2000.
Source: U.S. Census (www.census.gov)

Rapid recent growth (2000-2005) is not reflected in the Census 2000 population density 
map.  An influx of new residents, including those moving from the San Francisco Bay 
Area, is affecting population distribution.  During that period, the City of Tracy grew 
from 56,929 to 78,307, according to Department of Finance estimates, an increase of 
17,179, to become the fastest growing city in San Joaquin County by percentage (Figure 
123).94  The City of Stockton added 35,742 residents during the same period, growing 
from 243,771 to 279,513.
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Brisk Growth in San Joaquin County Population, 2000-2005
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FIGURE 123. SAN JOAQUIN COUNTY POPULATION DETAILS, 2000-2005.

The California Department of Finance projects the population of San Joaquin County to 
triple to over 1.707 million between 2000 and 2050. 
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FIGURE 124. SAN JOAQUIN COUNTY POPULATION PROJECTED TO 2050.
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ECONOMY

Labor Market and Employment 

San Joaquin County’s labor force has climbed since 1990, with little pause from year to 
year (Figure 125). 

San Joaquin County Labor Force, 1990-2004
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FIGURE 125. SAN JOAQUIN COUNTY LABOR FORCE, 1990-2004.

San Joaquin County’s unemployment rate fell sharply from its 1992-1993 high, marked
by a sharp drop from 1998 to 2000.  The rate rose in 2001, 2002, and 2003 before another 
decline in 2004.  As throughout the San Joaquin Valley, even at its lowest the county’s 
unemployment rate has been higher than that of the state and the nation. 
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San Joaquin County Civilian Unemployment Rate, 1990-2004
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FIGURE 126. SAN JOAQUIN COUNTY UNEMPLOYMENT RATE, 1990-2004.

Most employment in San Joaquin County is in nonfarm jobs (Figure 127).  Farm jobs 
comprised 7.3 percent of non-government employment and 5.2 percent of total 
employment in San Joaquin County in 2004. 

San Joaquin County Farm and Nonfarm Employment,
1990-2004

0

50,000

100,000

150,000

200,000

250,000

19
90

19
91

19
92

19
93

19
94

19
95

19
96

19
97

19
98

19
99

20
00

20
01

20
02

20
03

20
04

C
iv

ili
an

 E
m

pl
oy

m
en

t

 Total Nonfarm
 Total Farm

Source: CA EDD LMIS data

FIGURE 127. SAN JOAQUIN COUNTY FARM AND NONFARM EMPLOYMENT, 1990-2004.
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Farm employment was flat during the 1990-2004 period, with a net increase over the 
period of only 1.9 percent.  Nonfarm employment grew by 32.0 percent over that period. 
Total employment has grown from year to year since 1994. 

San Joaquin County Farm and Nonfarm Employment, 1990
and 2004
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FIGURE 128. SAN JOAQUIN COUNTY FARM AND NONFARM EMPLOYMENT, 1990 AND 2004 COMPARED.

The large majority of nongovernment/nonfarm employees are in service-providing rather 
than goods-producing industries (Figure 129).  Goods-producing employment increased 
by a net 6.8 percent from 1990 to 2004 (with ups and downs along the way), compared to 
a net increase of 48.1 percent for private service-providing employment, reflecting steady 
year-to-year increases. 
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San Joaquin County Private Goods-Producing vs. Service-
Providing Employment, 1990-2004
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FIGURE 129. SAN JOAQUIN COUNTY GOODS-PRODUCING VS. SERVICE-PROVIDING EMPLOYMENT,
1990-2004.

Several areas of employment in San Joaquin County have shown significant percentage 
changes between 1990 and 2004.95  Selected highlights include: 

Total employment in San Joaquin County (“All Industries”) rose by 29 percent, 
reflecting a 2 percent increase in farm employment and a 32 percent increase in 
nonfarm employment.

Goods-producing employment rose 7 percent, from 33,900 to 36,200. 

Construction employment rose by 60 percent, from 9,500 to 15,200 jobs. 

Manufacturing employment fell by 14 percent, from 24,300 to 20,800 jobs. In that 
category, food manufacturing fell by 34 percent, from 8,000 to 5,300 jobs. 

Private service-producing employment increased by 48 percent, from 85,000 to 
125,900 jobs. 

Transportation and warehousing employment increased by 137 percent, from
5,100 to 12,100 jobs, led by a 1,367 percent increase in warehousing and storage, 
from 300 to 4,400 jobs. 

Professional and business services increased by 102 percent, from 9,200 to 18,600 
jobs.

Educational and health services increased by 48 percent, from 16,500 to 24,400 
jobs.  The health care component of that category rose by 45 percent, from 12,000 
to 17,400 jobs. 
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Leisure and hospitality employment grew by 45 percent, from 11,700 to 17,000 
jobs.

Federal government employment fell by 30 percent, from 5,700 to 4,000, led by a 
50 percent decline in Department of Defense civilian employment in the county, 
from 3,600 to 1,800 jobs.  (The 1990s saw military base closures and 
realignments.  For example, the Naval Reserve Center in Stockton closed in 
1996.)

Local government employment grew by 32 percent, from 23,500 to 31,100, led by 
a 42 percent increase in local government education employment, from 12,900 to 
18,300.  State government employment fell 7 percent, from 4,600 to 4,300. 

Education

K-12

During the 2002-03 school year, public schools in San Joaquin County enrolled 128,363 
students.96  Of those students: 

20.1 percent were English learners, lower than the statewide figure of 25.6 
percent

47.5 percent received free/reduced price meals, slightly lower than the statewide
figure of 48.7 percent 

17.5 percent were CalWorks enrollees, higher than the statewide figure of 10.1 
percent

39.0 percent were compensatory education students, lower than the statewide 
figure of 47.9 percent 

Of the 25,839 English learners, 17,686 (68.4 percent) had Spanish as primary language, 
while 2,187 (8.5 percent) had Khmer (Cambodian) as primary language and 1,835 (7.1 
percent) had Hmong as primary language. 

For the 2003-04 school year, 30.9 percent of high school graduates had completed 
courses required for UC/CSU attendance, somewhat below the statewide figure of 33.7 
percent.97

College

San Joaquin County is home to San Joaquin Delta College, which had full-time-
equivalent student enrollment of 13,713 during the 2003-04 academic year. 

The neighboring counties of Sacramento and Stanislaus are home to five community 
colleges and to California State University, Sacramento.  An off-campus center of CSU 
Stanislaus is located in Stockton.
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Health Care 

San Joaquin County had 1,138 licensed hospital beds in ten facilities as of December 31, 
2004.  There were seven emergency medical services among those facilities, all basic. 

San Joaquin County had 2,855 nursing home beds in 28 facilities as of December 31, 
2004.98

As of 2001, there were 827 active non-federal physicians in San Joaquin County.  As of 
2002 there were 306 licensed non-federal dentists in San Joaquin County.99
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NOTES 

1  Projections made by the Department of Finance in 1998 were higher than those made in 2004, in large 
part as a result of a lower estimate for birthrate among Latinos used for the 2004 estimates.  The San 
Joaquin Valley counties were comparable to the state as a whole in this regard.  The annual growth rate 
estimate is less than 1 percent lower for the 2004 projections than for the 1998 projections, but over 
decades the difference becomes large.  The 1998 projected California population for 2040 was 58.7 million, 
while the 2004 projected California population for 2040 is 51.5 million. Source: Mary Heim, California 
Department of Finance, personal communication, August 31, 2005. 
2  For information on the UC requirements, see the summary at 
www.universityofcalifornia.edu/admissions/undergrad_adm/paths_to_adm/freshman/subject_reqs.html.
3  Summarized from http://students.ucmerced.edu/2.asp?uc=1&lvl2=3&contentid=19#, as accessed June 9, 
2005. 
4  “UC Merced Prepares to Welcome First Students on Campus,” May 18, 2005, 
www.ucmerced.edu/news_articles/05182005_uc_merced_prepares_to.asp.
5  R. E. Hodges, E. J. Wickson, and W. C. Tesche, Farming in California (San Francisco: Californians Inc, 
1928).   
6  California Agricultural Statistics Service, California Agricultural Statistics, 2003 (Sacramento: the 
Department, 2004), 3. 
7  The estimate reflects Bureau of Land Management figures on federal land ownership plus land 
conservation program enrollment figures for 2002 from the California Department of Conservation.  The 
BLM numbers were cited in the California Almanac, 3rd Edition.  For land conservation program 
descriptions and data, see the California Department of Conservation, Division of Land Resource 
Protection, www.consrv.ca.gov/DLRP/index.htm.
8  The figures in this paragraph represent shares of “All Industries” employment within the counties. 
9  Data are drawn from the April 26, 2005 update of Industry Employment & Labor Force, by Annual 
Average, March 2004 Benchmark, Labor Market Information Division, California Department of 
Employment Development. 
10  The difference between California and the eight counties on this measure might be the result of the 
relatively small populations of those counties, which limits their efficiencies of scale. 
11  Data, for 2004, are drawn from the April 26, 2005 update of Industry Employment & Labor Force, by 
Annual Average, March 2004 Benchmark, Labor Market Information Division, California Department of 
Employment Development.  The figures are percentages of “All Industries” employment. 
12  Department of Finance estimates.  The projected growth for the eight counties is 4.62 million (from 3.32 
million to 7.94 million).  The 2000 population of the City of Fresno was 0.427 million. 
13  Figures are for 2004.  California Department of Employment Development, Labor Market Information 
Division, “Industry Employment & Labor Force by Annual Average, March 2004 Benchmark,” Updated 
on April 26, 2005.  That document is the source for all of the labor force and industry employment data in 
this report.  The reader should take the numbers cited here as representative of patterns, but as approximate.  
Because 2004 is the most recent year for which full-year figures are available, I have used 2004 data for 
comparisons of this type in preference to more recent monthly data.  For more information, see the 
Department of Employment Development’s Labor Market Information page, www.calmis.ca.gov.  “Labor 
force” figures are for “civilian labor force.” 
14  For detailed information about California agriculture, see California Agricultural Statistics Service, 
California Agricultural Statistics 2003 (Sacramento: California Department of Food and Agriculture, 
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2004), or a more recent edition of that compilation available (along with much more information) via the 
department’s website, www.cdfa.ca.gov.  Also see Nicolai V. Kuminoff, Daniel A. Sumner, and George 
Goldman, The Measure of California Agriculture 2000 (Davis, California: University of California 
Agricultural Issues Center, 2000), http://aic.ucdavis.edu/pubs/moca.html.  For detailed information from 
the 2002 Census of Agriculture, see U.S. Department of Agriculture, National Agricultural Statistics 
Service, 2002 Census of Agriculture, www.nass.usda.gov/census.  Note that NASS and the county 
agricultural commissioners use different definitions in their respective reporting, so numbers will differ 
between the two. 
15  Specific types of impairment can vary widely from one location to another.  The term “impaired” as 
used here is general.  For a discussion of related terminology and issues, see, for example, University of 
California Cooperative Extension, Sonoma County, “Watershed Management,” 
http://cesonoma.ucdavis.edu/Watershed_Management.  Accessed June 9, 2005. A water body is impaired if 
it does not meet a standard for total daily maximum load for a pollutant; see the Santa Ana Watershed 
Project Authority’s explanation of “What is a TMDL?” at http://www.sawpa.org/tmdl.  Accessed June 9, 
2005.  For more information and background, see “The Subcommittee on Water Resources and 
Environment Hearing on The National Academy of Sciences’ National Research Council Report on 
Assessing the Scientific Basis of the Total Maximum Daily Load Approach to Water Pollution Reduction,” 
http://www.house.gov/transportation/water/06-28-01/06-28-01memo.html.
16  Kenneth W. Umbach, San Joaquin Valley: Selected Statistics on Population, Economy, and 
Environment (Sacramento: California Research Bureau, California State Library, 2002), 54-59. 
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